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purposes of jurisdiction to make a grant of probate or admini-
stration, however, it has long been settled with respect to
choses in action and titles to property that judgment debts are
assets where the judgment is recorded; leases, where the land
lies; specialty debts, where the instrument happens to be; and
simple contract debts, where the debtor resides at the time of
the testator's death.1 Securities, such as bonds, promissory notes
and bills of exchange which are transferable by delivery only,
are assets if situated in England.2 A share of stock, transferable
only by registration, is situated, not in the place where the
certificates happen to be, but in the country where the shares
may effectively be dealt with as between the shareholder and
the company, i.e. in the country where registration must be
effected.3
Who are the persons in whose favour this jurisdiction ought to whom
to be exercised ? A case that commonly arises is where a person wil1 ^
dies domiciled abroad, leaving the bulk of his property in the SSe? °
foreign country and a smaller amount in England. The ideal
here, just as in the case of bankruptcy, is to have one adminis-
tration in the domicil for the whole of the property, but such
principle of unity is not found in practice and is attainable only
by international agreement. A separate grant of administration
must be obtained from the English court with regard to the
property in England. In such a case the person whose right to
act is derived from the lex domicilii is known as the principal
administrator, the person who is grantee under English law is
called the ancillary administrator.
The usual course in England has long been to follow the law Person
of the domicil and to make the English grant either to the per- fP
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son who has been selected in the domicil to perform the duties
of administration, or to the person who is entitled by that law
to administer the estate.4 In exceptional circumstances a grant
may be made to the person who would have been entitled had
the deceased died domiciled in England.5 Any instrument,
though not a will strictly so called, will be admitted to probate
1	A.-G. v. Bouwens (1838), 3 M. & W. 171, 191, per Lord Abinger.
2	Winans v. A.-G. (No. 2),'[i9io] A.C. 27.
3	Brassard v. Smith, [1925] A.C. 371; Erie Beach Go. v. A.-G. for Ontario,
[1930] A.C. 161; A.-G. v, Higgins (1857), 2 H. & N. 339; R. v. Williams,
[1942] A.C. 541; supra, p. 508.
4	In the Goods of Smith (1868), 16 W.R. 1130; In the Goods of Hill (ityo)>
2 P. & D. 89; In the Goods of Earl'(1867), L.R. I P. & D. 450; In the EstaU of
Tahuda, [1956] 3 WX.R. 20.
5	In the Goods ofGustav Kaufman, [1952] P. 325.

